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§ 1893.03(d). The MPEP further states that "[t]he method for determining unity of 
invention under Rule 1 3 shall be construed as permitting, in particular ... in addition to 
an independent claim for a given product, an independent claim for a process specially 
adapted for the manufacture of the said product, and an independent claim for the use of 
the said product." MPEP at AI-36 to AI-37 (quoting Annex B Part 2 of the PCT 
Administrative histructions, as amended July 1, 1992). 

Applicants gratefully acknowledge the inclusion of claims 19, 22 and 23 in Group 
n along with claims 6-11. Applicants nevertheless respectfully submit that, at a 
minimum, claims 1-5, 12-13, and 14-15 should also be examined with Group U. The 
claims of Group 11 (claims 6-11, 19, 22 and 23) are directed to diabetes-mediating 
proteins and to methods of treating or preventing diabetes or a diabetes-related disorder 
by administering a diabetes-mediating protein capable of preventing or delaying the 
development of diabetes in a subject. Claims 1-5, 14 and 15 are directed to various 
processes for identifying diabetes-mediating proteins. Claims 12-13 are drawn to the use 
of said proteins for their characteristic properties in a comparative analysis, and thus are 
drawn to a process for the use of the proteins. Accordingly, the claims of Group n, as 
well as claims 1-5, 14-15, and 12-13 are all related as directed either to diabetes- 
mediating proteins, to processes specially adapted for the manufacture {e.g., 
identification and isolation) of such proteins, or to uses for said proteins. The special 
technical feature common to all of these claims is the diabetes-mediating nature of the 
proteins. Applicants point out that this situation is similar to Example 1 set forth in 
Annex B Part 2 of the PCT Administrative Instructions, as amended July 1, 1992. See 
MPEP at AI-67. 
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In view of the above, Applicants respectfully request reconsideration and 
withdrawal of the Restriction Requirement, and a reformulation of the restriction groups. 
At a minimum, the Examiner should examine claims 1-5, 14-15 and 12-13 with the 
claims of Group n. 

It is not believed that extensions of time are required, beyond those that may 
otherwise be provided for in accompanying documents. However, if additional 
extensions of time are necessary to prevent abandonment of this application, then such 
extensions of time are hereby petitioned under 37 C.F.R. § 1.136(a), and any fees 
required therefor are hereby authorized to be charged to our Deposit Account No. 



19-0036. 



Respectfully submitted. 
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